MOHAMMED   AND   CHARLEMAGNE

perhaps more Roman, was absolutely different from what it had
been under Roman authority."1 Waitz was perfectly right to
divide these two epochs, just as Brunner was wrong to unite
them.

The break between the two worlds was made final with Pippin's
coup d'etat But it had long been coming. The Merovingian State,
after the death of Dagobert I in 639, had been passing through a
prolonged period of decadence. And this decadence was essentially
the decadence of the monarchy. We have already seen that the
royal power was absolute, a feature which it had adopted from the
Roman Empire. If the State was to be governed at all the king
had to retain the power of asserting his will; and, for that matter,
neither he nor this mode of government encountered opposition
of any kind, whether national or political.2 The very partitions
by which populations and territories were so frequently divided
were essentially the affair of kings dividing up their inheritance.
The peoples were indifferent to such changes. The prestige of the
dynasty was very great, and the only explanation of this prestige
is to be found in the Church, for it cannot be explained by any
kind of Germanic sentiment.

It was in Germania itself that Grimoald, the son of Pippin I,
attempted in 656 to usurp the place of the lawful king, which
excited the indignation of die Franks and led to the arrest and
execution of the culprit.3

The king relied upon the support of die Church, which he
protected and actually dominated. In 644, when the monarchy
was beginning to decline, Sigebert HI was still forbidding the
convocation of synods without his authorization.4

The Merovingian.decadence is generally dated back to Clotair II's
edict of 614. But it seems to me that this edict was a means of

1  HJSTEL DE COUIANGES, V invasion germanlque et la fin de fEmpire, p. 559.

2  FUSTEL DB couLANGES, Les transformations de la royauti pendant Ffyoque
carolingienne, p. 85.

8 RICHTER, Annalen des FrankrReichs im Zdtalter der Mcrowinger, p. 168.

4 BICHTER, Op. dt., p. 167.
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